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| DENTI FI CATION OF W TNESS

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME.

My name is Joseph Craig.

ARE YOU THE SAME JOSEPH CRAIG THAT PREVI QUSLY FILED

DI RECT TESTIMONY IN TH' S CASE?

Yes, | am

PLEASE EXPLAIN THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTI MONY.

My testinony responds to issues raised in the direct
testimony of Illuminet W tnesses Paul Florack and F.
Wayne Lafferty. M. Lafferty also testifies on behalf
of Citizens Tel econmunications Conpany of I|daho,
Electric Lightwave, and the I|daho Tel ephone Associ ati on.
| address these responses from a network, technical

per specti ve.

ON PAGE 15, LINES 1 THROUGH 16 ofF H'S DI RECT TESTI MONY,
MR, FLORACK DESCRIBES JO NTLY PROVI DED EXCHANGE ACCESS
AND THEN ALLEGES THAT QWEST |S | NAPPROPRI ATELY BILLI NG
FOR THE 887 FUNCTION I T PROVI DES. S MR PFLORACK'S
ALLEGATI ON CORRECT?

No, it is not. This is an exanple of where M. Florack
Is confusing ss7 messaging with calls or traffic. There
Is no such thing as a jointly provided exchange access

SS7 nessage. 887 is an out of band signaling network.
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To use M. Floracks words, "Signaling occurs “out-of-
band" on dedicated channels rather than on the voice
channel s"" . Access charges apply to the voice trunk on
the termnating side of a toll call and are billed based
on mnutes of use. SS7 message Charges are for the SS7
messages t hat use the Qwmest SS7 network and have not hing
to do with the access billed on a voice trunk. This is
an attempt by M. Florack to confuse the signaling
network with the voice network, and is contradictory to
his own testinony.

Al'so, this really is a non-issue, since the
signaling messagerequi renents to set up a |local trunk
or a toll trunk are identical. The only difference is
the information included in the signaling message
parameters.

ON PACE 19, LINES 9 THROUGH 11 OF H S DI RECT TESTI MONY,
MR LAFFERTY ALLEGES THAT QWEST |S ALREADY BEI NG
COWPENSATED FOR TRAFFIC VI A EXI STING | NTERCONNECTI ON
AGREEMENTS. DO YOU AGREE WTH MR LAFFERTYS ALLEGATI ON?
No, | do not. M. Lafferty is confusing 887 messaging
with trunks, the same mistake that M. Florack nakes.

The ELI Interconnection Agreenent addresses the

1 Direct testimony Of Illuminetwitness Fl orack, filed Septenber 27, 2002,
at page 6, lines 18 and 19.
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interconnection trunk group and the associated
transport, and Qwest is conpensated for the trunk group
and the associated transport accordingly. This
conpensati on does not include the $s57 messaging function
as asserted by M. Lafferty.

To be clear, Interconnection Agreenents (“ICA”) are
established between Qwest and Conpetitive Local Exchange
Carriers (“CLEC”) for the purpose of exchanging traffic.
|f a CLEC, such as ELI, wants to purchase
i nterconnection transport and associated trunking from
Quest as detailed in their ICA and 887 network
functionality from a third party provider, such as
Illumnet, then they have not purchased any 8§87
functionality from Qwest. Al the CLEC has purchased
from Qumest is interconnection transport and the
associ ated trunking.

W TNESSES OF EVERY COVPLAI NANT HAVE ALLEGED THAT QWEST
SHOULD DI STINGUI SH 887 MESSAGES AS LOCAL AND EXCHANGE
ACCESS (i.e., TOLL). DO YOQU AGREE?

No. The distinction between local and toll is only
relevant to voice/data calls on the Public Switch

Tel ephone Network and has no bearing on the 887 network.
The SS7 network has to perform for all messages that

access the 887 network regardless of whether the
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associ ated voice/data call traversing the voice network
is local or toll. Costs are generated by each and every
message that accesses the ss7 network. From t he
perspective of the ss7 network, a message is a nessage
IS a message.

SINCE ALL MESSAGES CREATE COSTS TO TEE 887 NETWORK, TEEN
wHAT |S GAINED BY SEPARATI NG MESSACES INTQ LOCAL AND
EXCHANGE ASSESS (i.e., TOLL)?

Not hing. There are no "nonchargeabl e" messages.

ON PAGE 18, LINE 3 OF HS DI RECT TESTIMONY, MR FLORACK
STATES TEAT IT IS NOT' TECHNI CALLY FEASIBLE TO ESTABLISH.
SEPARATE SI GNALI NG LINK CONNECTIONS FOR THE EXCHANGE OF
LOCAL AND TOLL CONNECTI ONS. IS TH'S TRUE?

No it is not. M. Florack states earlier in his
testinmony that Illum net does not own or operate Signal
Switching Points (“ssp#), or end office swtching

equi pment, and then goes on to offer an incorrect

opi ni on. Switch vendors, such as Lucent and Nortel,
have the capability for nultiple point code assignments
in the switch, or SSP. If Illumnet's carrier custoners
want to separate their SS7 nessages based on the |ocal
or toll nature of their voice trunks, switch vendors

have nade this technically possible.
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